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A Program for Americans: The Capital is buzzing with talk today over last night’s broadcast of 
Herbert Hoover’s address at the celebration of the 80th birthday of the beloved former President. Mr. 
Hoover belied his years with this vigorous and hard-hitting speech. The ex-President has made 
few addresses since the GOP took over power in 1953 and those have been of more or less uncontroversial 
content. But in his discourse of last night — observers here feel — Mr. Hoover reasserted his intellec- 
tual leadership as he often did before, particularly during the last years of Truman’s regime. 


Much attention is given to the emphasis which Mr. Hoover placed on our foreign relations. The former 
Chief Executive sharply dissented — such is the interpretation here — from the attitude taken by Presi- 
dent Eisenhower and his advisers on the dangers of executive agreements abroad without specific 
permission from Congress. Mr. Hoover recited in part these “unrestrained Presidential actions” at 
Teheran and Yalta. And when he declared “We must make such misuse of power forever impossible,” 
folk in Washington read into his words an endorsement of the Bricker Amendment, which the Senator 
from Ohio has just offered again in a new form, and which will lie on the doorstep of the next Congress. 


Also, there is keen interest in his pronouncement that “sooner or later a new line of action 
will become imperative” in speaking of the foreign policy which we have followed so long and 
which Hoover opposed. And many dwell on one dour recollection which is worth quoting in full: 


“I opposed and protested every step in the policies which led us into the Second World War. 
Especially in June, 1941 when Britain was safe from a German invasion due to Hitler’s diversion to attack 
on Stalin, I urged that the gargariyan jest of all history would be our giving aid to the Soviet government. 
I urged we should allow those twerdictators to exhaust each other. I stated that the result of our assistance 
would be to spread Communism, : over the whole world. I urged that if we stood aside the time would come 


when we could bring lasting peace to the world. I have no regrets. The consequences have proved that I 
was right.” ; 2 


~ 


This reminder of his position is no mere dismal statement of fact. It may be interpreted as a com- 
mentary that the old foreign policy ideas of Roosevelt and Truman must now be recognized as discredited 
and a new vision — a new program for Americans — of our relations with the world is now in order. 


Mark Clark: The spacious old Caucus room in the Senate Office Building, scene of many famous hear- 
ings, yesterday heard a former U.S. commander of our forces in Korea say that we should have bombed 
across the Yalu, thereby winning the war, and that the Russians would not have precipitated a third 
world war had we done so. He said also, that he has no “respect” for the UN, filled with spies and sabo- 
teurs; that we should break relations with Soviet Russia; that many U.S. diplomats are not “red-blooded” 
patriots; and that “certain influences” have shaped American policies abroad which have adversely 
affected our national interests. Testifying before the Jenner Internal Security subcommittee; General 
Mark Clark (now retired) made an indelible impression. He emerges as an “independent” general, 
aligned with neither the contending Marshall nor MacArthur followers in the regular army, yet endorsing 
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MacArthur's strategy in the Far East...He is presently inyestigating the Central Intelligence Agency. and 
told reporters he would, in this task, confer with Senator f-arthy who has pore to give the ae | 
all his committee’s data on CIA. . ; 
ot b 

Ferment in the South: Southern conservati és have become highly anxious over the rapid march of 
“liberalism” in the South. The recent Democratic primary in Texas added greatly to their anxiety. State 
Legislator Dudley Dougherty with a conservative program lost to Senator Lyndon Johnson, Senate 
Minority Leader who has supported Fair Deal policies. At the same time two of the ablest conservative 
Texas: Congressmen were unhorsed, Ken Regan and Wingate Lucas. The explanation offered was that 
they were, being punished for supporting Eisenhower in the 1952 campaign. 


But those in the political “know” say there is much more to it than that. They say that Sam Rayburn, 
Minority Leader of the House is masterminding a skillful campaign to dedicate Texas to a return to the 
principles of the New Deal. They point out that Rayburn is conservative on only two issues — tidelands 
oil and battleships. .Otherwise — they say — Rayburn has long been convinced that the New Deal tech- 
nique of showering the voters with gifts from the Federal Treasury is the best way to bring the Democratic 
party back into power. Rayburn, it is claimed, pulled many strings to defeat Regan and Lucas and is now 
plumping hard for the “liberal” Yarborough who is opposing Gov. Shivers for the Gubernatorial nomi- 
nation. Shivers is the leader of Texas conservatives and if he falls by the wayside Texas, they say, will 
be primed for a return to New Dealism in 1956 with Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr., as candidate 
for President, Senator Johnson as his running mate, and Rayburn as the political boss of Texas. And 
this revived New Deal pattern is emerging elsewhere in the South — a threat to conservative realignment. 


Foreign Aid — The Whole Story: An important point has been called to our attention regarding 
the present foreign aid bill. It now appears that Congress will approve a foreign aid bill well over five 
billion dollars. Many citizens will be indignant what with the Federal budget still unbalanced and the 
record of our so-called Allies who consistently doublecross us. But what these indignant citizens 
probably will not know is that this year’s foreign aid bill will represent only a part of our actual total 
foreign giveaway program. 


Every year since the Marshall Plan was started, Congress has approved a foreign aid bill which, the 
average voter assumed, represented the sum total of our international bounties for a particular fiscal 
year. Actually each year additional billions have flowed out through other faucets of the budget. The 
present foreign aid bill, for example, does not include what we are giving the United Nations, its affiliates, 
and other international organizations. It does not include the $2,000,000,000 of military equipment we 
are’ presenting to the Japanese. It does not include the $300,000,000 which will be used to give food away 
to foreign peoples, or the $700,000,000 which will be used to enable foreign peoples to buy government- 
owned agricultural commodities at prices which will register a substantial loss to our taxpayers. There 
are still other gift items not disclosed in any foreign aid bill. 


One prominent member of Congress estimates that our total gift program abroad for the present fiscal 
year will actually run around eight or nine billion dollars or even higher. But in offering these figures, 
the Congressman said he-could only estimate “roughly.” The joker is that’ nowhere on Capitol Hill, or in 
the Executive Branch, is there available an accurate figure which would show the total amount that 3 is 
ay being given away annually by our aperst to foreign parts. 


Observers say that this situation has esi. helped the internationalists in their exploitation 


of American taxpayers, enabling them to tuck away every year in the voluminous Federal budget hand- 








some gifts not disclosed in the foreign aid bill. They feel that, without further delay, Congress should 
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require the Director of the. ees to attach to the Presidential ihc a re meet — the total 
foreign aid _— sequen: 


Informers: The “liberal” press and, indeed, some so-called conservative papers which run “liberal” com- 
mentators have recently been filled with attacks on former Communists who have given information to 
government agencies, particularly to the Department of Justice. “Liberals” demand that these “informers” 
be prosecuted and discredited and, when holding government jobs, be dismissed. But the press scarcely 
noticed a vigorous defense. of former. Communists who have repented and sought to aid in the. defense of 
our system against Communism. The defense came from Assistant Attorney General Warren Olney II] 
before the Michigan Association of Prosecuting Attorneys at Mackinac Island on July 23. 


Mr. Olney remarked that his department “has been the target recently for an unprecedented barrage 
of abuse, emanating mostly from certain newspaper columnists . . .” Olney said: “Law enforcement 
officers have made use of informers from early times. Their value in ferreting out crime was recognized 
in the ancient practice of English medieval law known as approvement.” The Assistant Attorney General 
emphasized the sacrifices made by present day informers against Communism “whom certain columnists 
have had the gall to call ‘stool pigeons’ . . . ever since the time of Nathan Hale the American people have 
felt only gratitude and admiration” for such individuals. . 


On Capitol Hill, Olney’s sentiments find many echoes— for members of Congress too have 
taken notice of this barrage from “liberal” commentators and fear that it may influence White 
House decisions on the matter, overruling such men as Olney. The Department of Justice has set 
up a formidable division to seek out and prosecute Communists. But what convictions — it is asked — 
can Justice bring about, if repentant Communists who now seek to testify and warn America of the menace 
are discredited and prosecuted themselves? And what effect will this have on others who, while still Com- 
munists, are considering breaking with their comrades to come to the defense of the country? 


Probes: Judging by the outcries of the Communists and “liberals,” all congressional investigations are 
evil per se. Yet, this sweeping condemnation is a rather recent development of the Left. Actually, 
in previous years, the Communists and “liberals’’ infiltrated and effectively controlled a number of com- 
mittees on Capitol Hill and the Daily Worker found much to applaud in the efforts and publicity of these 
bodies. 


This fact has just been brought out authoritatively by a congressional staff expert on such matters, 
Benjamin Mandel, research director of the Internal Security subcommittee of the Senate and for 
many years a staff member of the House Un-American Activities committee. Mandel on August 3 told 
that committee how, under the Roosevelt and Truman regimes, no less than 7 committees were penetrated 
by the Communists. Among those he mentioned were the LaFollette committee investigating labor and 
civil liberties (the infiltration of which Senator LaFollette exposed himself); the Senate subcommittee 
on technological mobilization (1942-4) ; the Senate special committee to study problems of American small 
business (1946); and the House select committee on lobbying activities in 1950, the famous Buchanan 
committee which persecuted Dr. Rumely. 


Mandel emphasized that these bodies received praise at the time from the Communists and 
their organs. Today, he went on, he knows of no congressional staff now under Communist influence and 
described the present Communist position as one of accusation that all investigating groups are a menace 
to the Communist aims. The Communists, he points out, now assail the methods of congressional com- 
mittes as “American Hitlerism” designed to destroy “independent thinking” and “democratic rights.” 


“It is interesting to rtote,”: he said, “how this Communist: Sppesttioe has been picked i and repens 
by the ‘liberal’ press, organizations and individuals.” 





| Mandel also poirited: out that the: McCarthy committee is the primary target of the Communist party, 
He quoted from the 1954 draft program of the Communist party which lays down the line that defeat of 
“McCarthyism” is the “first task of the hour,” because it blocks the path to socialism in the United States, 


a4 


. 


Foreign Travel: A prominent member of the House tells us.a very interesting story. A few days ago he 
happened to leave the House floor and stroll out into the cloakroom. While relaxing there, he couldn’t 
avoid overhearing a group of House members discussing their vacation plans. One was bound for South 
America. Another was going to the Far East. Still another was headed for Paris. And so it went. One 
can’t blame a Congressman or anyone else, for that matter, looking forward to a well-earned vacation. But 
the catch in all this vacation planning was that the trips were not to be privately financed. They were to he 
at the expense of the government. Our listener became so indignant that he favors a House investigation 
of just how many trips members have had at public expense to foreign countries and the total cost of this 
junketing to the taxpayer. He admits, however, that there is practically no chance of getting such a probe 
because those who have been using the taxpayer’s pocketbook for their vacations are too numerous and 
influential. 


Foreign Aid Cut: Legislators view the annual giveaway with misgiving, but have a tiger by the tail. The 
tiger was born with wartime lend lease. Some business interests thrive on U.S. foreign aid, which is one 
reason it is hard to drop. A United Mine Workers Journal article, citing $40 billion given away abroad, 
attributes “the big kill on the Hill” to lobbying by tobacco, cotton, processed food and farm machinery 
interests. Others could be mentioned, including those who hold that we can “buy” people away from Com- 
munist temptation. Leftover Indo-China aid, we read, will be diverted to Laos and Cambodia. In Vietnam 
U.S. aid is reportedly being used today to improve airports which by the truce terms will be handed to the 
Reds. Many foreigners feel encouraged to view the U.S. Treasury in part as the Treasury of the free world 
(emphasis on “free”’). 


With word of the British-Egyptian agreement on abandonment of the Suez base came the revelation 
that Uncle Sam will now open his aid pocketbook for Egypt. We are going to sweeten the Iranian oil settle- 
ment with dollar gifts. Libya’s Prime Minister has been to Washington to say his country needs an Ameri- 
can irrigation system and refrigeration, which the U.S. “can well afford” to give. Brazilians and other 
Latinos are downright irate that “less than 2/10ths of one per cent of the total” aid goes to them. India is 
puzzled by Uncle Sam’s eccentricity, pouring out $183,000,000 there while India refused to side with the 


West in the cold war; then helping Pakistan with dollar arms. U.S. aid is bringing Britain more dollars 
today than in 1949. 


Aid is costly; but does it do the job? Author James Burnham says no: “France and Italy are much 
better off . . . [but] are also less anti-Communist, more anti-American.” 


Social Security: The Administration’s new Social Security measure receives the blessing of the great 
British exponent of the Welfare State, Sir William Beveridge, author of the “Cradle-to-the-Grave” scheme 
in England. After a visit in the U.S., Beveridge was reported by the AP on June 2 as saying: “You see 
the spectacle of a Republican President adopting the policies of his Democratic predecessor, just as in 
Britain you see the Conservatives extend the programs set up by their Labor predecessors.” Beveridge 
said proposed changes in the American old age and survivors benefits program would make it “as compre- 
hensive as ours, and in some cases even more so.” 
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SAVE MY SON 
By FRANK CHODOROV 





1g0 he 
uldn’t 
South 
One A YEAR AGO, a circular was mailed to the readers of HUMAN Events by the Intercol- 
1. But 

e to he 


gation 2 
of this F VSM. 


legiate Society of Individualists. It asked for names of college students who might 
be interested in reading literature upholding the individualistic side and opposing collecti- 


probe About a thousand names were received. In a number of cases the names were accom- 
Is and 


panied by letters from fathers, mothers and other relatives of the students, and the gist of 
many of these letters can be put down in one sentence: ‘‘Please save my son from the 


1. The | Socialism that is being taught in his college.” A few of the letters were downright pitiful. 


: = The Intercollegiate Society of Individualists is mostly an idea. The idea is that the col- 
road, 


hinery 
.Com- | counteracted by putting the opposite kind of literature in the hands of the students. The 


lectivist notions being spread in our colleges, through textbooks and by professors can be 


etnam — Society was incorporated — Frank C. Hanighen, this writer and a secretary were the in- 


er corporators — and so “it was all dressed up and no place to go.” It had no money (it 


"2 still hasn’t). Then, an arrangement was made with the Foundation of Economic Educa- 
ial tion to supply the students with their literature. Some friends contributed copies of The 
settle. | Road Ahead, McCarthy & His Enemies, One Is a Crowd, The Income Tax: Root of All 
imeri- § Evil and other books. Best of all, generous donors made it possible to send HUMAN EVENTS 
7 to the students every week of the college year. 

th the Reactions followed. With every piece of literature, the student received two post- 


lollars J cards. One said: ‘Please don’t send me your literature. I am not interested.” The other 
card was a request to be put on the mailing list of the ISI, and was to be given by the 
much } recipient to another student who expressed an interest in the literature. At first, the “drop 
out” cards came in hot and heavy. Possibly fifty per cent of the names sent in by parents 
were scratched from the list, and a number of the students ‘“‘guessed” that a solicitous 





great | father or meddling aunt had sent in his name; from which it could be surmised that the 
folks at home had been trying to overcome the college indoctrination during the summer 
os vacation and had not gone about it too intelligently. The boys evidently resented being 
eridge J pursued into college by their anxious parents. 

However, the voluntary enlistments soon outnumbered the “drop outs,” and by the 
end of the college year the total net enrollment in ISI reached 2500. Some 300 schools, 
colleges and universities were represented, sometimes by only one student. Graduation 
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and other circumstances have depleted the list so that now it is about half the June num- 
ber. When new literature with enrollment cards begins going out to these students in 
October, the list will swell again. 
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nergy To ISI came last October, we later learned, from an odd circumstance, picl 
“ Many of the students shied away from it because they thought it was ‘“‘another or. J — y 
ganization.” They had had a surfeit of solicitations from the left wing organizations } of 


which infest the campuses and were convinced that this was something of the same kind. 
It was only after they were satisfied that ISI is not another “action” group, and that they 
would not be asked to join anything or do anything other than read the literature, that 
they became interested. 

ISI is a venture in education, not a political promise. It rests its case on the theory 
that ideas have consequences. Believing that right action can follow only from right 
thought, its sponsors offer the youth of the nation an opportunity to absorb ideas that are 
by and large absent from their curricula. There would be no place for ISI if the Ameri- 


can doctrines of the free economy, limited government and primacy of the individual } of 
were given an equal chance on the campus with the doctrines of the controlled economy § In 
and the supremacy of the State. wi 
Things have come to such a pass that many of our college graduates are either totally | N 
ignorant of the individualistic philosophy that once characterized the American ethos, 
or have had it presented to them as an extinct and discredited frame of thought. The J 4 
idea that man is born free, and that only under conditions that guarantee him the en- J St 
joyment of that gift can he attain his highest goal, is being obliterated. The dedicated } “ 
purpose of ISI is to restore that idea to its place in American thought. The action will | t 
come of itself. d 
The method of ISI is based on the theory that some people are “born” with a so- | P 
cialistic bent, others are by nature inclined to the individualistic attitude. This theory 
rules out the organizational method. It is impossible to sift the individualistic tempera- d 
ment from the socialistic by parliamentary procedure. The only method that can effect ‘ 
the separation must be a self-selective one. Those who are inclined toward individualism ’ 
will “take” to its formulated ideas when these are properly presented, while those who : 
are inclined otherwise will find the ideas unpalatable. The job then is to put the ideas 
before the students and let them either accept or reject them. There is no mass way of | 


doing this. 

ISI therefore does not encourage organization. It does not discourage the formation 
of groups on the campus, but since it has no ‘‘action” program, such groups, unless the 
students originate some program of their own, would be confined to the discussion of 
the ideas embodied in the literature sent them. Obviously, the literature is devoid of 
partisan politics, though as in the case of HUMAN EvENTs, the issues are not neglected. 
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: ie SEED OF ISI was in fact a pamphlet I wrote about five years ago. It is called A 
Fifty Year Project. The thesis of this pamphlet is that the current trend toward 
socialism originated in the spread of socialistic doctrines on the campus by groups of 
students soon after the turn of the century. For a long time these students, who had 
picked up the doctrines from street corner soap-boxers, got nowhere with their harangues 
—were in fact social outcasts. Then a few professional doctrinaires saw the possibilities 
of a student movement, invaded the campus and by means of speeches and literature 
helped these early radicals to get a foothold. After the success of the Bolsheviks in Russia, 
the socialist organizers really went to work in the colleges, and when the Great Depres- 
sion came the Intercollegiate Socialist Society was a going concern, fully capable of tak- 
ing advantage of the prevailing dissatisfaction. 

It would be an over-simplification to say that the New Deal was a product of this 
campus Cnseenetion: But it is a certainty that many of the prominent New. Dealers 
were graduates of it, and it goes without saying that what they put into practice they 
learned in their undergraduate days. I have before me a mimeographed “Brief History 
of the Student League for Industrial Democracy” — which is the name adopted by the 
Intercollegiate Socialist Society in the 1920’s. The “Brief History” is liberally sprinkled 
with the names of active student workers in the ISS who later became prominent in the 
New Deal era, as politicians, as publicists, as judges, and particularly, as educators. 

This last item is most significant. I have been advised, by both professors and stu- 
dents, that our present faculties are more collectivistic in their attitude than are the 
students. The reason for this is evident. The faculties are largely composed of grad- 
uates of the days when socialism ran rampant in our colleges and the enthusiasms of 
their youth have become fixations. The present crop of students are groping for ‘‘some- 
thing new’ — as all students do — and are beginning to question the fixations of their 
professors. 

Students are inclined to question accepted thought and institutions. The accepted 
thought and institutions of the day — that is, the present “conservatism” — are socialistic. 
Individualism, which was the conservatism of the last century, when properly presented 
to the students, therefore becomes the new radicalism. More than one student has writ- 
ten to ISI, on reading its literature, ““Why don’t we get this stuff from our professors?” 
That is, they recognize in individualism ‘something new,” or “something different.” 
Their professors do not give it to them. And a sophomore loves nothing more than to 
hold an opinion contrary to that of his professor. The literature of ISI gives it to him, 
provided, as I said, he is by nature endowed with that questing spirit which is charac- 
teristic of the individualist. 


UT, THE SOCIALISTS took a half century to accomplish their purpose. They were 
helped, of course, by economic and political circumstances; and they had an ally in 
the lethargy, apathy and ignorance of their opponents, particularly the capitalists. The 











latter had grown mentally flabby and were oblivious to the fact that underlying the 
prevailing social order there was something like a philosophy. Had they known this J 
philosophy and corrected the malpractices that had grown up under the distortions of § 




















it, socialism would probably never have started in this country. Nevertheless, the principles v 
of individualism were so imbedded in the American tradition that the socialists had hard Jf 
going until the Great Depression weakened resistance to their false promises. A 
Even so, it must be recognized that the changing of a national tradition in fifty é 
years is no mean accomplishment. And one must give the socialists credit for their 
perseverance, for their dedication to a cause. They won not because they had truth on of 
their side, but because they believed they had, and believed it so fervently they never let al 
up preaching and proselytizing. ” 
The work of the socialists in the colleges consisted, in the early years, of implant- : 
ing ideas. They held forth the promise of political action, of showing regffts, but for ir 
a long time were content with propaganda, knowing full well that theé,harvest would 
come of itself in due time. They had faith. : C 
Likewise, the sponsors of ISI have faith in the correctness of the individualistic " 
philosophy. All the evidence of economics supports the thesis that under private prop- 
erty the individual flourishes, improves his circumstances and widens his horizon; and A 
that under State capitalism he tends toward a condition of slavery. Morally, too, indi- 
vidualism is on firm ground, because it rests its case on the attachment of man to an V 
invariable God rather than to a ‘whimsical man-made institution. If there is truth, it 
is all on the side of individualism. 
But truth in the abstract will accomplish nothing. It must be known, it must be I 
I 


accepted; when it is known and accepted, action will follow. At this stage in American 





culture, truth is a drug on the market. The socialists have done a good job of depreci- 





ating its value to the zero point, and of substituting for it the fiction of a Golden Calf. 





It took them fifty years of hard work to sell this false god to the American people. It 





will take fifty years of equally hard work to unsell it. 





That is the job that ISI has undertaken. It is a glorious job, one that should en- 








gage the best efforts of those who have faith in freedom. It is a job undertaken in the 





interests of Our Children’s Children, which, by the way, is an article that once appeared 





in HUMAN EVENTS; a copy will be sent on request. With your request, please send the 





name of a college student who, you believe, would like to read about freedom, not one 





who has already swallowed socialism whole. Write to the Intercollegiate Society of Indi- 





vidualists, Irvington-on-Hudson, N. Y. 
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